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October 11,2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adaptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer dlghl televlslon. As a 
consumer and eltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmrte 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer elearonlcs must be rooted In manutrburen' rblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necesolrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that h i t  my rlghts at the behest of Hollyvvad. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tar dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel y, 

James Tomllnson 
3049 Hazelton Street 
Falls Church, VA 22044 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrnlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Commu n lcatlons Comm lsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology fer d lgb l  telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltke market for consumer elearanlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' rbllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produets they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers I lk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonrlky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlprnent. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Dale Bourne 
106 Coney Island Rd 
Ellzabethton, TN 37643 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commbmoner Kathleen Q Abemthy 
Federal Communicationo Commbmon 
445 12th Street NW 
Wwhhgton, D C 20554 

Dew Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I em Writing to voice my oppoation to any FCC-mandated adoption of %roadcart fhg" technology for digital td&. Aa a connunes 
and citizen, I feel ntrongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovation, conmuner *to, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mmket for commer electronics m u t  be rooted in manufacturar' ability to innovate for the i~  curtomsrr. AUowhg 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-recepthn equipment will enable the studioo to tell technolo@tm what new productn they c m  
create rhis will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmunm like me R C ~ U Q ~ ~ Y  want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less litely to make nn hverbnent m DTV-CRpRble recuvm and othes 
equipment I wi l l  not pay more for device0 thnt limit my rights at the beheet of Hollywood. Pleare do not mnndnte broadcmt fkrg 
technology for digital television Thanlr you for your time 

Sincerely, 

John Siebenthaler 
1410 W N o h  Loop Blvd Apt 106 
A ~ ~ t i n ,  TX 78756 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communieanons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultunate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. This d l  result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bemg charged more money for infedor 
funchonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that lunit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sbncerely, 

Benjamin Walling 
4768 hdgemoor Cir 
Palm Harbor, FL 34685 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Cam m unlcatlons Cam mlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngten, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology fer d lgb l  television. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutrcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTV-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wIIl result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect whrt consumers ilke me 
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlanaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkeiy to make an investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Steve Smoot 
1336 Wlllard, Apt B 
San Fnnclsco, CA 941 17 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Michael Butrym 
50 arbor drive 
Howell, NJ 07731 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
televlsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, nnd the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wdl enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This d l  result in products that don't ncccssdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likcly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equipment. I anll not pay more for devices that k t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Liebgold 
2620 Arizona Ave. 
Santa Monica, CA 90404 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernothy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon et “broadcast flag” technology tor dlglbl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovrtlan, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon et D N  

A robust, competltlve market tor consumer electrenlcs must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for their 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features et DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that donlt neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlor tunctbnaltty. 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest et Hollywood. Please do net mandate 
broadcast tlag technology fer dlglbl televlslon Thank you tor your time. 

Slncerely, 

Richard Shaw 
1 12 South Latayette Street 
Denver, CO 80209 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commboioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicatione Commisdon 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my oppotiition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart ilagll technology for Wtnt televirion. All a consumer 
and citizen, I feel mongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  dghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robufi, competitive market for coneumer electronics mwt be rooted in manufixturerd a m y  to innovate for thek curtomar. Ala- 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment dl enable the shldios to tell technologbtm what new producb they can 
create. Thb will result in products that don't neceiady reflect what conemar like me actually WBnf and it could rerult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcart flag mandnte, I would actually be lerr likely to make an inveeent  in Mv-capable recavers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r@hb at the behest of Hollywood. Plenee do not mandnte brondcart flng 
technolopy for digital televieion. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

vkr h k i n 6  

7070 lajean 
Byron Center, MI 493 15 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citrzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts. and the ulixmate adoptron of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. AUowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d enable the rtud~os to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. T h i s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result m me being charged more money for inferior 
functionahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I mll not pay more for demces that lmit  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtaJ televlsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Fredenck Turner 
1209 San Dan0 Ave. 
PMB 7-234 
Laredo, TX 78040 
USA 



CHRIS DOOLEY 
2807 CUMBERW\ND ST 
ROANOKE VA 24012 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Akmathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 205-S4 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways J currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-rmm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Ftlrthernlore, if computers cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all niy current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As 3 citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

CHRIS DOOLFX 

1 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely- 

Brian Dunn 
2160 Lawrence St 
Apt 2N 
Saint Louis, MO 63110 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, HW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Bullman 
694 Winding Stream Way Unit 304 
Odenton, MD 21113 
USA 



Terry Johnson 
11925 55th Ave NE 
Marysville,WA 98271 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 205-S4 

Dear Comnissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and co~lsutner of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Comtnunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I cumently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for ptmonal viewing from room-to-room and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore. if computers cannot freely receive digital television how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
wcre built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Terry Johnson 

1 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
teleTRsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studtos to 
tell technologmts what new products they can create. This d l  result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dmces that h u t  my rights at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dig1t.1 telexision. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David De Busk 
3454 Crestndge Dr 
Nashville, TN 37204 
USA 



Jeffrey Thomas 
7321 S Camino Mirlo 
Tucson. AZ 85747 

Coinmissioner Kathleen Q. Akrnathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12thStret .W 
Washington, D.C. 205-S4 

Dear C o d  ssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy : 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Comnlunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither it1 my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for persod viewing fiom room-to-room and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current coI1smr electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Thomas 

1 
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Octoba 14,2003 

COmmi8moner Kathleen Q Abemethy 
Federal Communicatiom Commiemon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcwt aegll technology for WtnI telcvirion . An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel aongly that auch a policy would be bad for innovation, conrumer rightr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robmt, competitive market for conrumer electronic6 mwt be rooted h rnanufhctwerd ability to h m t e  for drek curtomar. Allo- 
movie m o r  to veto featurer of DTV-reception equipment will emable the rtudior to tell technologb what new prod- they can 
create. This will r e d t  in producte that don‘t neceerdy reflect what coneumen &e me actually want, and it could redt in me being 
w e d  more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lerr likely to mnke M invertment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my righb at the behert of Hollywood. Plenre do not mnndate brondcwt flq 
technology for digital televilion. Thant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Angelina M& 
720 W 
Melbourne, FL 32940 
USA 



Patrick Helwig 
335 N 8th St 
603 
Lincoln, NE 68508-1349 

Coinmissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Cormnuxications Commission 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-oom and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

I currently have a DVR and before that I had 2 VCRs and the DVK has really revolutionized the way I watch 
TV; no more hassling w/t+es or rewinding and fast-forwarding. TimeWarneCable provides a very nice 
DVR that lets you record 2 shows at once while w a t c h  a 3rd show on the hard drive. I would hate not to be 
able to record shows anymo~ or not at full 1080i quality when their HDTV box comes out. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a collsumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to pmmote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Helwig 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Michael Paunovich 
665 Woodbridge 
Melbourne. FL 32940 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast 
flag“ technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don’t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Edward Nushardt 
1932 Old Dover Road 
Clarksville, TN 37042 
USA 
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October 14,2003 

Commiodoner Kathleen Q Abanathy 
Feded Communicatiom Commbdon 
445 12th Street, N W  
Wnhhgton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I mm w d n g  to voice my oppodtion to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcaet flag" technology for Wtd televliom. 
and citizen, I feel w y  that mch a policy would be bad for hovntion, c o m e r  fight#, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

a co~lllller 

A robuet, competitive market for conuumer electronics muot be rooted in manufacturer# ability to kinovate for theh curtomera. Ab- 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ennble the rtudios to tell tdchnologirtr what new pioductr they can 
create. Thio will r e d t  in products that don't necessarily retlect what c o m e r a  Eke me actunUy want, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior f u n c t i d t y .  

If the FCC hsues a broadcast fleg mandnte, I would aduplly be less &ly to mi& an investment 
equipment I will not pay more for devicer thnt limit my +ts at the behert of Hollywood. Plenre do not mandnte broodcolt fhg 
technoloey for digitel televicion. rhank you for your time. 

DTV-capable recuvera and other 

Sincerely, 

Sam Dalton 
N3362 Hwy 81 
Monroe: WI 53566 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
edoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electmnlcs must be rooted In manuhcturersl ablllty to Innovate for thclr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvem 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology fer dlgital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Mlchael Flscher 
5628 Ferry St. 
Vermlllon, OH 44089 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As an amateur radio operator, consumer, and CIIIZM, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad 
for innovabon, consumer rights, and the ultunate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehbve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment udl enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. %s d l  result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, m d  it could result m me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

*Of speafic interest is how the broadcast flag requirement would make such devices as current VCRs and 
"personal video recorders" (TiVo, etc) unable to "time-shft" DTV progrnmmvlg P right guaranteed to the 
consumer. Additionally, such a flag would gve  the MPAA control of the licensing for the creation of such 
equipment of VCRs, stifhng the ability of s m d  businesses to compete with the compmies that pIe luge enough 
to be respected by the MPAA, or worse, great contributors to the MPAA (Sony). The M P M  should not be 
given the nght to control the licensing or earn ing  of any copy protection or restitution scheme. The MPAA does 
not represent the interests of the consumer, and is not interested m protecting the rights of the consumer or the 
independent d s t  or broadcaster. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I MI1 not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Thomas Shanks 
2046 Lakesprings Way 
Dunwoody, GA 30338 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6:12:03 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099 - 

October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digitd 
televlsion. As a consumer and U~IZM, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunate dophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abikty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wdl result in products that don’t necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being chuged more money for inferior 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces that lunit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

T. E. Smdey 
1129 Moore St 
Philadelpha, PA 19148 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commiodoner K a w e n  Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicationm Commiimon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wa~hhgton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I an Writing to voice my opporition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flsg" technology for d@al t e l e .  
and citizen, I feel atrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  

a c o m e r  
and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robult, competitive market for c o ~ u m e r  electxonics murt be rooted in manufactmen' ability to hovnte for their curtomrar. Allodng 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptbn equipment wilt enable the mdhs to t d  technolo&# what new prodnctr they CUI 

create Thie will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what co118umern lite me actually WM~, and it could remlt in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcaet fhg mandate, I would actually be lesa likely to make M invertment m DTV-capable recuvar and otha 
equipment. I will not pay more for devicei that limit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood. Pleiue do not mnndnte broadcart aSg 
technology for digitnl television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Keepper 
1309 North Park Avenue 
Henin: IL 62948 
USA 


